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Management Summary

Archaeological monitoring of construction of the "Millenium" segment of the
Tennessee Riverpark development was conducted between April 2002 and May 2005. A
small number of closed-context features were exposed and documented during the
monitoring. Three human interments and one small firepit were recorded. The great
majority of the route of the Riverpark contained no significant archaeological features or
deposits. Significant portions of the route of the walkway traversed severely modified
terrain including capped landfills, roadway shoulders and redeposited fills.
Previously-recorded historic and prehistoric sites near the Amnicola Marsh had
been seriously disturbed during creation of the Centre South Industrial Riverport and no
closed-context archaeological features were noted during Riverpark construction
activities in that vicinity.
The Roxbury Site, 40HA66, principally contained the badly disturbed remnants of
a Late Woodland mound and village that had largely been destroyed during construction
of a textile mill in the early 1970s. Very small remnants of undisturbed midden may
remain on the Northrup King parcel of the Riverpark. A lithic scatter is also adjacent to
one segment of the Riverpark north of the Riverpoint spur trail. This site merits
protection and further testing as the opportunity arises.
Three human interments were exposed during the construction project; one was
encountered within the work limits by project contractors and was recognized and
protected by the monitoring archaeologist. The additional two burials were exposed out
of the work limits by a contractor not affiliated with the Riverpark construction. All three
burials were reported to the Hamilton County Medical Examiner's office and the
Tennessee State Archaeologist. The interments were not excavated or recovered, but
were capped by concrete slabs and left in situ as directed by the State Archaeologist.
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Introduction
Contractually identified as the`Tennessee Riverpark, Fishing Park to Rowing Center
Segment;'construction of the`Milleniunf segment of the Tennessee Riverpark was designed to
link the original Riverpark extending from the C. B. Robinson Bridge vicinity east to
Chickamauga Dam with the segment constructed from Ross's Landing to the Sandbar
Restaurant (now replaced by the Boathouse Rotisserie and Raw Bar). The central thread of
the newest Tennessee Riverpark walkway is roughly 20,820 feet or 3.94 miles (6.3km). The
development includes several side trails, parking lots, picnic shelters and pads, bathrooms,
administrative and maintenance facilities, and landscaped areas. The route of the Riverpark
walkway and the location of several project segments is shown in Figure 1.
The Institute prepared a cultural overview of the property during conceptual planning
(Council 1999) and conducted Phase I archaeological testing of previously untested portions
of the preliminary route (Council and Honerkamp 2001). Limited secondary testing was
undertaken at the Northrup King parcel during the final design phase (ibid.). A review of the
proposed project by the Tennessee Historical Commission determined that archaeological
resources potentially eligible for inclusion in the National Register of Historic Places would
be impacted by construction of the Tennessee Riverpark, and monitoring of construction
activity was recommended. Construction monitoring began in April 2002 and continued until
May 2005.
Project Personnel
Nicholas Honerkamp, PhD, Director of the Jeffrey L. Brown Institute of
Archaeology, University of Tennessee at Chattanooga, served as Principal Investigator and
the archaeologist in overall charge of the monitoring project. R. Bruce Council, Research
Associate, served as the archaeologist in direct charge of field operations and conducted the
majority of all field inspections.

Field Methods
In general, the Riverpark construction involved the creation of a linear walkway
within a construction easement typically 60 feet in width, more or less, except where deep
grade cuts were required or as demanded by adjacent, attendant appurtenances. The walkway
proper was ten feet in width, and was typically paralleled by buried electrical conduits and by
underground irrigation lines. Part of the walkway followed the edge of the high riverbank.
Significant portions of the walkway, however, had to be built well inland from the shore due
to land-use conflicts.
All contractors engaged in any below-grade excavations were required to give the
Institute 24-hour advance notice of such activities. Preliminary site studies (referenced
above) indicated areas of particular concern to the archaeologists. Broad localities were
identified by adjacent landowners; these segments are defined below. Coordinates for finds
made reference to the adjacent centerline distance of the walkway, e.g. 38+50, meaning"near
the point 3850 feet north of the project origin"
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Figure 1. Project overview showing route of Riverpark walkway and reference tracts.

The project director generally followed the efforts of the demolition and grading
contractor, Lofty Construction of Kimball, Tennessee. This contractor was responsible for
initial clearing of the footprint of the trail and its attendant facilities. In most cases, the
project director actively observed these clearing and grading activities and made
opportunistic surface collections where material culture was observed. Where the presence of
cultural materials was indicated by these initial clearing activities, the project director would
observe the operations of additional contractors engaged in below grade excavation. The
emplacement of buried electrical conduits, drainage culverts, water lines, sewer lines and
underground irrigation pipes was observed as needed. The project director maintained
narrative-style field notes, a field specimen catalog, and photographically documented
archaeological subjects as needed.
Monitoring was intended to observe for, record, and protect, in order of significance:
human burials, closed-context features, and significant deposits of cultural material. These
were resources potentially eligible for inclusion in the National Register of Historic Places
(NRHP). This work was performed in compliance with a Memorandum of Agreement
between the office of the State Historic Preservation Office, Tennessee Historical
Commission and the RiverCity Company.

Results of Monitoring
For descriptive purposes, the project is subdivided into segments or parcels delineated
by the adjacent landowner. Portions of the southern end of the route of the Riverpark
walkway had been previously surveyed prior to construction of the Lower Amnicola Parallel
Interceptor Sewer in 1992 (Council 1992). This large diameter sewer main directly impacted
what would be the southern 2600 feet of the walkway construction corridor. This descriptive
narrative commences at the southern end of the project.
VFW Parcel The length of this project segment was approximately 300 feet, and the
walkway followed the top edge of the riverbank. The trail runs roughly east, following the
outside curve of the meander of the Tennessee River. Soils behind the VFW parcel were
highly disturbed, redeposited urban fills evidently generated during construction of the VFW
building and the subsequent construction of the Amnicola sewer mentioned above. This fill
was likely deposited to stabilize an eroding shoreline. No undisturbed cultural deposits were
noted in this segment.
Bunch Parcel The length of this project segment was approximately 510 feet. The
walkway followed the top edge of the riverbank. Similar to adjacent parcels, the soils along
the shoreline of the Bunch parcel were largely mixed, redeposited fills. The walkway
followed the route of the Amnicola sewer discussed above. No cultural features were
exposed during initial clearing and grading operations.
Allied Clinical Lab Parcel The length of this project segment was approximately 780
feet, with the trail closely following the top edge of the riverbank. Like the VFW and Bunch
parcels to the southwest, the walkway transit of this parcel closely paralleled the route of the
Lower Amnicola Parallel Interceptor Sewer. The walkway path trended away from a
northeasterly course to a more northerly route, following the bend in the river. The fills
exposed by initial clearing and grading operations suggested prior truncation during
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construction of the nearby laboratory building and subsequent disturbance by sewer
construction. No cultural features were observed on this parcel.
Kennedy Warehouses Parcel The length of this project segment was approximately
1040 feet, following the edge of the high riverbank. In this long segment of the project the
walkway continued to run along the upper bank of the shoreline, generally following the
route of the Lower Amnicola Parallel Interceptor Sewer. Most of the fills encountered during
grading operations appeared to be redeposited fills evidently generated during construction of
the Quaker Oats grain silos that dominated the inland portion of the property prior to its
reconstitution as Kennedy Warehouses. No cultural features or artifact collections were
observed in the grading of this parcel.
Synair Parcel The length of this project segment was approximately 380 feet, and
followed the top edge of the riverbank which at this point trended due north. At this point the
walkway diverged from the Amnicola sewer. The pathway of the walk was closely
constrained by an office building to the east. The riverbank was covered with shot-rock riprapping.
Previous archaeological testing of this parcel (Council and Honerkamp 2001)
revealed a thin scatter of aboriginal material and so was closely monitored during the initial
demolition and grading of the Riverpark walkway. Much of the topsoil contained demolition
rubble including window glass and asphalt shingle fragments; these materials were not
collected. The grading revealed only one discernible feature: a firepit containing bird and
mammal bone but no temporally diagnostic artifacts (Appendix 1, FS 23). The small pit,
containing wood ash and charcoal, was exposed roughly one foot below modern grade at
point 38+45. The overall condition of the bone suggests that the feature was relatively
modern, i.e. of 20th century origin. The feature evidently represents the cooking fire of a
hunting/camping party. One utilized lithic flake was found in the dark silt loams at 38+00
(Appendix 1, FS 22). Other than the fire pit, no closed-context features were noted in this
corridor segment.
City of Chattanooga Parcel This project segment followed a curvilinear path
approximately 1140 feet in length. At the southern end of this corridor, the pathway executes
a sharp turn toward the northeast and exits the riverbank. An archaeological reconnaissance
prior to construction confirmed that the tract owned by the City of Chattanooga was heavily
disturbed and was largely an abandoned landfill. The trail crossed this tract diagonally
southwest to northeast and passed behind (west of) the buildings of the Ram Tool Company.
A narrow thread of apparently undisturbed land along the riverside (west) boundary of the
tract was too narrow to archaeologically test—or to build the walkway on - and a large portion
of the parcel was a flooded wetland. The construction easement exceeded 170 feet in places
to accommodate picnic facilities. No significant undisturbed archaeological remains were
possible on this property.
Hamilton County Parcel On this tract of land the Riverpark walkway trended
northeast and approached Curtainpole Road and the west side of Amnicola Highway. This
project segment was approximately 1760 feet in length. Construction on this parcel included
a large traffic circle with adjacent bathroom facilities just off Amnicola Highway. All of the
fills exposed during initial clearing and grading were sterile reddish-orange subsoils
containing no cultural material. These were either redeposited fills capping an abandoned
landfill or highly truncated soils. Other than modern litter, no cultural material or closedcontext features were observed during clearing and grading operations.
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Huntco Steel Parcel The project corridor through this property was approximately
1500 feet in length and generally ran north. The parcel was adjacent to the Huntco Steel plant
but traversed property owned by Hamilton County. This large tract was a portion of the
Centre South Riverport / Industrial Park. Numerous archaeological sites had been recorded in
this vicinity during a survey in 1983 (Resource Analysts 1984), but no secondary testing had
occurred prior to creation of the Riverport. At the time of clearing and grading, the parcel
was in improved pasture. One piece of flint debitage was recovered at 84+00 (Appendix 1,
FS 2). No closed-context features were recorded.
Amnicola Marsh Parcel The project corridor around the Amnicola Marsh included
the main trail segment of roughly 3710 feet and several large lateral areas for associated
improvements. The southern approaches to the marsh are owned by Hamilton County as part
of the Riverport, but the marsh itself is property of the State of Tennessee. The walkway also
crossed easements of the Norfolk Southern Railway.
Previous archaeological surveys of the Riverport area produced a long list of recorded
archaeological sites that the Riverpark walkway and attendant structures would marginally
impact. In addition to several prehistoric sites, the construction locality had also been a part
of the historic Amnicola Farm, owned at the time of the Civil War by Thomas Crutchfield.
Consequently, close attention was given during initial clearing and grading operations. The
walkway approached the southwest corner of Amnicola Marsh, transited along its west side
and thence curved easterly around its northern end. Parking lots, bathrooms and a ranger's
station were constructed just off the west side of Amnicola Highway at the northeast corner
of the marsh.
Grading of the walkway and its attendant developments did not disclose any closedcontext features. The high terrain west of the marsh revealed sterile"C'horizon clays at
ground surface, indicating truncation of natural soil profiles. This area, like most of the
Riverport, had been graded and the topsoil removed during creation of the industrial park. A
light scatter of aboriginal lithics was observed, predominantly on the west side of the marsh
(Appendix 1, FS 8, 14). The prehistoric material was not temporally diagnostic. A small
amount of historic material was also recovered.
Despite the archaeological and historical documentation suggesting that the Amnicola
Marsh vicinity contained significant prehistoric and historic cultural remains, it became
evident that the integrity of these resources had been seriously compromised by clearing and
grading operations associated with the creation of the Centre South Riverport.
Soffix Parcel The project corridor in this parcel was approximately 780 feet in
length and ran north. Soil profiles in this segment suggested substantial truncation: only
sterile reddish subsoils and limestone debris was exposed during clearing and grading of this
portion of the walkway. No cultural features or artifacts were exposed. This parcel was
evidently cleared during the creation of the Riverport.
Riverport Parcel The project corridor in this parcel was approximately 1700 feet in
length, running generally north over lands included within the Centre South Riverport
property. These lands had been substantially altered by clearing of the Riverport in the 1980s.
No significant cultural features or deposits were noted in this segment of the walkway, which
included passage over Riverport Road and transit through a marshy wetland segment. Much
of the route was marked by limestone rubble evidently representing deeply disturbed,
redeposited sterile soils.
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Midland—Judd Road Parcel The project corridor exits a marsh and passes through
improved pasture owned by the Daniels Midland Company toward a crossing of Judd Road
and three Norfolk Southern industrial railroad spur lines servicing adjacent industrial and
commercial properties. The corridor length is approximately 870 feet. With the exception of
the extreme southern end of this segment, the walkway route passes through substantially
altered terrain, namely the street and railroad roadbeds. No cultural features or artifact
concentrations were noted in the grade cuts.
Pepsicola—Stein Construction Parcel The project corridor in this segment was
approximately 1000 feet in length and included heavily altered soils associated with rear lot
areas of industrial properties. Historically, the area was known in the late-nineteenth century
as Sherman Hill, taking its name from troop movements in November 1863 by General W. T.
Sherman. Twentieth-century industrial and commercial development in the area, road
construction and railroad spur construction has largely erased nineteenth and early twentiethcentury domestic habitation sites in the area. Some historic-period cultural debris was noted
in this area, but the material was apparently associated with disturbed and redeposited fills.
Undecorated whiteware/ironstone and hand-painted polychrome whiteware sherds were
collected at 138+00 (FS 1). The walkway segment terminated at the south side of South
Chickamauga Creek and ended with the approaches to a bridge crossing the Creek.
Northrup King Parcel This large tract, located on the north bank of South
Chickamauga Creek, and extending west to the left bank of the Tennessee River, saw
significant Riverpark construction. Included on this parcel was the north landing of the creek
bridge, bathroom facilities, a large parking lot, and a lengthy side trail in addition to the main
walkway heading north. The main trail segment crossed South Chickamauga Creek running
north, thence trended east and north to Lost Mound Drive, the industrial entrance to the NK
Lawn and Garden plant (Figure 2: point 6). The main trail segment, including the bridge, is
roughly 1600 feet in length. Near the northern terminus of the creek bridge, a side trail split
off east, dropped off relatively high ground and then curved down to the bank of the creek for
a westerly course that took it under the north bridge span. Much of this 1200 foot long loop
lies on very low and poorly drained colluvial and alluvial soils. From its cross-under point at
the South Chickamauga Creek bridge the side trail or`Riverpoietrail then extended in a
westerly course along the north edge of the creek to the junction of the creek and the
Tennessee River, a distance of 1750 feet. At the point, a northeasterly side extension of this
trail paralleled the high riverbank roughly 360 feet (Figure 2).
The Northrup King parcel produced most of the finds associated with the monitoring
of the Riverpark construction. The mouth of South Chickamauga Creek was encompassed
within archaeological site 40HA127, designated the"Chickamauga Landing'site. This locality
was used during the 19th century by both Cherokee and Euro-American settlers as a boat
landing. Site 40HA127 is recorded only from documentary evidence and no supporting
archaeological data. The entire construction area at Northrup King was within the recorded
boundaries of site 40HA66, the Roxbury Site, a Late Woodland habitation and mound site.
The Roxbury Mound, a conical burial mound, is well outside the construction impact area but
within the vicinity of the walkway near Lost Mound Drive (Figure 2, point 5). The limits and
location of the accompanying village are not known. In addition to the Late Woodland
component at 40HA66, there is an historic Cherokee component that is documented
historically but not archaeologically.
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The Roxbury site was first recorded by C. B. Moore during his voyage along the
Tennessee River in 1914. C.B. Moore's report includes this entry:
Mound on the Bell Place, Hamilton County
The Bell Place, of which Mr. James S. Bell, of Hill City, Tenn.,
is the owner, is just above the union of South Chickamauga
creek with Tennessee River. In a cultivated field at this place is
a mound within sight from the river, slightly more than 10 feet
in height and 60 feet across its circular base. This mound,
covered with stumps and trees, had been so greatly dug into in
various parts that no investigation was attempted by us. In sight
from this mound were several slight rises which we were told
were what remained of mounds that had been plowed away.
(Moore 1915: 387-88).
Moore's observation suggests that a series of mounds had existed at the site in antiquity,
perhaps indicating some longevity in the habitation of the site.
Historic occupation of the Bell or Roxbury site is not well documented. The general
locality was the site of a town established in the late 1770s by pro-British Cherokees and
destroyed in 1779 by the Shelby expedition (Evans and Karhu 1985: 41). The site form for
40HA66 identifies it as part of this Cherokee town, but so is 40HA67 several miles up the
drainage of South Chickamauga Creek. The location of this settlement orthickamauga'
Cherokees is not known archaeologically. Euro-American settlement of the property after the
Cherokee Removal in 1838 has not been studied.
Maps in the"Atlas of the Official Record'of the Civil War indicate boat landing areas
on either side of the mouth of South Chickamauga Creek. Federal forces under General
William T. Sherman crossed from the right to the left bank of the Tennessee River on
November 24, 1863, to begin an assault on Confederate positions on Missionary Ridge.
Pontoon bridges crossed the river below the mouth of Chickamauga Creek, and a shorter
span ran over the creek to the north shore to forward troops to the battle line. The creek span
intercepted the north shore at a point about 500 to 600 feet from the mouth of the creek. At
the time of Sherman's assault on Missionary Ridge in November 1864, there were no houses
on the north shore near the point; the area was planted in corn (0.R. Atlas, Plate 45, map 8).
C. B. Moore's commentary indicates cultivation of the tract continued into the early 20th
century.
A TVA 7.5 minute quadrangle map, edition 1936, shows the interior area of the
Northrup King property as vacant, but illustrates wing dams extending out into the Tennessee
River from the left bank, evidently necessary to improve navigation over the Colwell Bar.
Flood control maps of the property drawn by TVA engineers in the late 1960s and early
1970s show the main mound and what must be its original topography prior to industrial
development (Figure 3). These maps do not show any improvements on the property. There
is a small circular rise, and what might be one of the lesser mounds described by Moore as
being in sight of the large mound, shown roughly 200 feet south of the mound on the flood
control sheets.
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The Roxbury site was largely destroyed in the early 1970s when the Roxbury
Southern Mills textile plant was constructed west of the surviving mound. Substantial
grading and filling operations were required to level the footprint of the main building and to
raise the locality of the plant above the 100-year flood level. High ground to the west of the
mound formerly exceeded 667 ASL, but now is graded to roughly 660 ASL, the limit of the
flood plain. This grading erased much of the associated village. The borrowing of fill dirt
from around the mound had the effect of increasing its apparent height and diameter, and it is
now surrounded by much truncated soils.
F. A. Calabrese of the Department of Anthropology, University of Tennessee Chattanooga, conducted limited testing on the site during its destruction but a final report
was never produced. Additional survey-level archaeological testing was conducted by N.
Honerkamp of the Jeffrey L. Brown Institute of Archaeology, UTC, in 1984, but a synthetic
report was not produced. The centerline of the proposed Riverpark impact areas was tested
by the Institute in 2001, indicating at least two notable artifact concentrations, one west of
the north bridge landing and the other adjacent to theRiverpoinf trail about 500 feet from the
mouth of the river.
Transformation of the Roxbury site during the textile mill construction has resulted in
complex and confused site stratigraphy. In addition to creating a level pad for construction of
the plant building itself, landscape grading around the plant was evidently aimed at creating a
flat, easily-mowed field on all sides of the plant. While the mound had been left intact as a
curiosity, its associated village had been obliterated. Much of the midden material exposed
during the Riverpark construction was redeposited fill that had been pushed south over the
edge of the higher of two creek terraces. In the vicinity of the Riverpark parking area on the
north shore of the creek was a large spoil dirt ramp three meters in height (Figure 4). The
linear mound was created to store surplus fill dirt generated during the 1970s mill
development. This redeposited material was removed during Riverpark grading activities at
the site. In a few restricted areas, it appeared that disturbed, redeposited midden was dumped
over undisturbed marginal areas of intact midden.
Pre-construction inspection of the left bank of the Tennessee River and adjoining
portions of the right bank of South Chickamauga Creek was generally unproductive due to
poor visibility. Along the construction impact area along the left bank of the Tennessee
River, large sections of the bank had collapsed into the pond of Lake Nickajack. No clearly
defined midden zones were observed in the riverbank. However, substantial portions of a
single large shell-tempered vessel were recovered in a portion of riverbank that had sloughed
into the river (Figure 2: point 1). Part of this vessel was recovered during the initial survey of
the Riverpark corridor and additional fragments were found during later construction.
The vessel recovered from the riverbank was a shell-tempered, cord-marked globular
bowl with a filleted collar (Figure 5). Although not completely reconstructed due to the
weathered condition of some of the sherds, the vessel had an approximate diameter at the
collar of 34cm, a maximum diameter at the waist of 42cm, and a maximum depth of perhaps
32 -33cm. This vessel is of probable very Late Woodland or Mississippian origin (after c.
AD 900). The bowl is very similar in general shape and decoration to one found at a nearby
Dallas Phase habitation site exposed during construction of the original Tennessee Riverpark
(Council 1989: 88; Figure 38, bottom). While several Mississippian-style projective points
were recovered in the Northrup-King vicinity, the absence of any shell tempered pottery in
the remainder of the Riverpark collections along North Chickamauga Creek suggests that the
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Figure 5. Partially reconstructed shell-tempered, cord-marked vessel recovered from
riverbank near mouth of South Chickamauga Creek, on Northrup King parcel.
riverbank find is isolated and indicative of only marginal use of the tract in the late
prehistoric past. This notwithstanding, a Mississippian site outside the Riverpark construction
area at Northrup King is possible although its condition is likely as poor as the Roxbury site.
With the exception of the shell-tempered bowl discussed above, surface collections
from the mouth of Chickamauga Creek were unproductive. Portions of the point area were
surveyed with a metal detector, but no pre-modern finds were located; all of the debris was of
recent origin. Grading operations there did not disclose any closed-context features. Wave
action has steadily eroded this shoreline, and it unknown what archaeological components
have washed into the river in the last decades. The shoreline of the river and part of the creek
shoreline has been rip-rapped as part of the Riverpark development.
A side extension of the main Riverpark walkway west along the north shore of South
Chickamauga Creek was designated by designers as the "Riverpoint" trail. Construction in
this area consisted of a grade cut not exceeding 15 feet in width, and a landscaping corridor
roughly 60 feet in width that was subjected to surface preparation and tree planting. These
activities did not expose any closed-context features but did reveal a concentration of lithic
artifacts. The "Riverpoint" lithic scatter is likely concentrated along the crest of a natural rise
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forming a point between the Tennessee River and South Chickamauga Creek. This point
ranges in elevation from 654'ASL to 65GASL. The walkway was constructed south of
(downslope from) the crest of this low prominence.
There was no suggestion in construction profiles of a discernible stratum containing
this lithic material. Continual surface collection of the flood levee produced a large collection
of artifacts. Although one sherd was recovered from the vicinity during the original
archaeological survey, no ceramics were recovered during subsequent frequent and thorough
surface collections. The Riverpoint lithic scatter was diffuse over c. 600 linear feet of the
walkway, but concentrated in a stretch of about 200 feet near the adjacent high ground
(Figure 2: point 2). A total of 581 lithic artifacts were recovered in this area (Appendix 1, FS
9, 16, 20 and 29). Diagnostic projectile points range from the Early Archaic to Late
Woodland. The bulk of the lithics, including unifacial and bifacial scrapers, may be of
Archaic origin (c. 8000 to 700 B.C.).
The Chickamauga Creek bridge of the Riverpark walkway landed on the Northrup
King parcel at a point about 700 feet southwest of the Roxbury Mound. In this area
redeposited fills capped a large deposit of redeposited midden that had evidently been pushed
or otherwise dumped there during the early 1970s. Similarly, removal of the large spoil ramp
exposed what was evidently redeposited midden soils. Large collections of Woodland
artifacts were made from these redeposited fills, but a light scatter of early 19th-century
historic material was also present.
During initial brush clearing on the north side of Chickamauga Creek northwest of
the bridge landing, and at the outside edge of the proposed work area, two distinct
concentrations of freshwater mollusk shell debris were noted. These surface indications
suggested the presence of perhaps two house middens. It was unclear, however, if any
midden was intact; these areas were adjacent to ground that had clearly been truncated into
sterile sub-soils. Nonetheless, the north shore of the creek south of the main NK plant site
was closely monitored.
Grading for the traffic turnaround northwest of the north bridge landing exposed a
Native-American flexed burial, designated Feature 1 (Figure 2: point 4). Excavation was
being closely monitored in that area due to the presence of shell midden soils and a high
concentration of Woodland artifacts. The upper portions of the burial had evidently been
disturbed in the early 1970s during adjacent construction of the knitting mill. The individual
was in a flexed position, facing north, and no accompanying grave goods were noted.
Nominal burial data was collected, but the overall condition of the inhumation was marginal.
The pit fill contained dense mollusk shell, and associated artifacts from the pit fill included a
small number of limestone-tempered plain sherds (Appendix 1, FS 19). The burial shaft had
obviously been excavated through midden fills. This suggested that soils to the north of the
burial may be undisturbed Woodland midden.
Consultation between project principals, the Forensic Anthropologist of the Hamilton
County Medical Examiner's Office, the Tennessee State Archaeologist, and Native American
representatives from the Eastern Band of the Cherokees resulted in the burial being left in
situ under a protective concrete cap. The location of the burial is not currently overtly marked
and has been overplanted with ornamental grass.
The redeposited midden fills present between the creek and the NK plant was
continually surface collected and yielded a large collection of lithics, ceramics and shell
debris (Appendix 1, FS 3, 5, 6, 7, 10, 11, 13, 17, 18, 24, and 28). These opportunistic
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collections revealed that the village site had been rich in material culture. The pottery was
overwhelmingly limestone-tempered plain, with cord-marked decoration on a minority (812%) of the sherds. A small percentage of pottery was sand-tempered plain (4%). A number
of distinctive and temporally-diagnostic Hamilton projectile points were recovered; these
small and delicate arrow points are strongly associated with the Late Woodland. Fragments
of polished greenstone celts were recovered. Aquatic mollusk shell littered the midden soils.
Among the mollusks were bivalves (mussels), giant viviparous snails, rhomboidal river
snails, a mesogastropod species and a small number of beaded snails. Unfortunately, these
surface collections have limited analytical utility since they also include earlier and later
cultural materials. Included in this debris was disarticulated human bone from disturbed
burials.
Isolated fragments of human bone were found in unassociated contexts around the
north bridge landing area (Appendix 1, FS 24). These elements were typically found in
redeposited midden soils that had been pushed toward the creek during construction of the
textile plant and re-excavated for the bridge approach abutment. The elements recovered
were fragments of an ulna, humerus and cranium. Another human bone, a femur fragment,
was found north of the traffic turnaround (Appendix 1, FS 13). During the initial survey of
the property, human skeletal elements had been found in the redeposited midden fills west of
the traffic turnaround.
From the bridge landing east along the main trail segment to Lost Mound Drive little
of interest was noted. The terrain south of the Roxbury mound had been truncated three or
four feet in the early 1970s, erasing any trace of secondary mounds in that area and the
accompanying village midden. The trail did not expose any closed context features or artifact
deposits in these areas. Sewer connections, security fencing and silt fence trenching were
closely observed in the area south of the mound, but only deep sub-soils were generated from
these below-grade operations.
Northeast of the bridge landing a side trail diverged east from the main Riverpark
walkway, circling south then west to pass under the Chickamauga Creek bridge. A large
grade cut on the upper part of this walkway revealed a light scatter of historic and prehistoric
material in surface collections (Appendix 1, FS 15). The upper elevations of this creek loop
trail were adjacent to the nearby Amnicola Highway bridge, and the terrain in that area had
probably been altered during that construction activity.
During monitoring of contractor activities within the Riverpark work area, project
personnel were called to observe a graded area outside the work limits. A grading contractor
hired by NK Lawn and Garden, and working outside the monitored area of the Riverpark,
had exposed two human interments (Figure 2: point 3). These operations, unfortunately, were
undertaken on what turned out to be property of Hamilton County. The forensic
anthropologist of the Hamilton County Medical Examiners Office confirmed that the two sets
of remains were articulated human burials, evidently prehistoric in origin, and contacted the
State Archaeologist. These two burials were capped by concrete and left in situ. Institute
personnel were only informally involved with the disposition of these two burials.
BASF Parcel From its crossing of Lost Mound Drive, the Riverpark corridor tracked
north and east along the western margin of Amnicola highway, staying close to the right-ofway and barely infringing on the east side of the BASF chemical plant. This segment runs
east to the entrance to the Tennessee Riverpark, C. B. Robinson Bridge division, and follows
the west side of the entrance drive to a crossing of a railroad spur into the BASF property.
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The overall length of this segment is roughly 2500 feet. Much of the walkway in this
segment is sandwiched between the Riverpark entrance drive and the property line fence of
the adjacent BASF lands. All of the exposed soils along this foot stretch were truncated
and/or redeposited sterile clay subsoils. No features were noted, nor was any cultural material
recovered. The recorded archaeological site 40HA217 is immediately north of the walkway,
but it is unclear what, if any, undisturbed portions of this site remain. The site is Woodland.
Riverpark Parcel From the BASF industrial railroad spur to the existing portions of
the Riverpark walkway the final project segment was approximately 270 feet of walkway, all
built on highly altered fills. No cultural features or artifacts were noted in this connector
segment.
Artifact Analysis
Cultural material recovered during monitoring was processed at the laboratory of the
Institute of Archaeology. The artifacts were washed, dried, and sorted into functional
categories.
Historic ceramics were classified as to paste composition and color, and by surface
decoration. Production dates of historic ceramics are those established by Noel-Hume (1970),
South (1977) and Bartovics (1981), and widely used in other Institute projects (e.g.
Honerkamp et al. 1983). Overall frequencies of historic artifacts are quite low, and more
intensive analysis of these materials is not warranted. Consequently, minimum vessel counts
and mean ceramic dates have not been computed.
Prehistoric ceramics are classified by the principal tempering agent; temper is a
deliberately added ingredient that is harder than the plastic body of clay and acts to minimize
cracking of the vessel during firing. Aboriginal pottery from the Riverpark project is either
limestone-tempered (tempered by crushed limestone), shell-tempered (tempered by finelycrushed river mussel shell) or sand-tempered (tempered by the addition of fine sand).
Prehistoric pottery types are further distinguished by decoration or surface treatment. Surface
decorations recognized in the Riverpark collections include plain or undecorated, cordmarked, brushed or eroded/unidentifiable. Small, eroded sherds typically were not collected.
Lithics include prehistoric stone tools made by knapping local or imported
cryptocrystalline flints, chert, quartz or chalcedony. Shatter includes blocky, angular
fragments of flint, chert or quartz generated by the breaking down of natural nodules of these
materials; shatter fragments typically include cortical material but do not display concoidal
fractures from intentional flaking. Debitage includes cortical and thinning flakes produced by
percussion or pressure flaking. Unifacial scrapers are implements shaped by removal of
spalls from only one side of a flake. Bifaces or bifacial scrapers are cutting, chopping or
scraping tools created by the removal of shaping and thinning spalls from both sides of a
flake. The cross-section of a biface is typically lenticular or convex in shape. Small, thin
bifaces may be preforms or unfinished projectile points or knives.
Small bifacial tools brought to an acute point may have served as projectile points or
hafted knives, and are abbreviated PP/K in the artifact appendices. PP/K tools may be lance
heads, spear tips, atlatl dart points or arrow points. Alternatively, the sharp instrument may
have been hafted to a handle and used as a knife. Established PP/K types, and their period
associations, are those published in Cambron and Hulse (1990). Unifaces or bifaces with
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parallel cutting edges are blades. Spokeshaves are lithic implements with semicircular
notches for shaving and straightening arrow shafts. Perforators are small flakes featuring a
fine, acute point. Drills are flake tools with narrow, elongated shafts typically displaying a
small gripping platform.
Fire-cracked rock was not generally collected. These river-smoothed pebbles
typically were used in aboriginal cooking; heated stones were placed in pottery vessels or
baskets to cook the contents, rather than the pot being placed on the fire. The pebbles are
typically quartzite pebbles and display reddened cortexes due to heating.
The Riverpoint lithic scatter consists of a total of 581 flint, chert and chalcedony
artifacts, of which the bulk is by-product flakes from knapping. Table 1 presents a simplified
summary of the material. The finds include points from the Early Archaic to the Late
Woodland period. Notable are the number of large and small bifacial scrapers. It is unclear
when the bulk of this material was generated, but controlled excavation of the core of the site
-north of the Riverpark walkway—may provide the answer.
Methodologically, it is difficult to separate out earlier and later cultural material from
Late Woodland assemblage at Northrup King. Taking aboriginal ceramics as a whole,
however, and excluding the single isolated find of a shell-tempered pot on the riverbank, the
Roxbury site is clearly a single-component Late Woodland site (Table 2). The absence of
shell-tempered pottery from the ceramic sub-assemblage suggests that 40HA66 is early Late
Woodland in date. The lithic sub-assemblage from redeposited midden fills southwest of the
Roxbury Mound include projectile point types ranging in date from the transitional PaleoIndian period to the Mississippian. Of the projectile point types delineated in Cambron and
Hulse (1990), the midden area lithics include examples of Dalton Greenbrier and Wheeler
recurvate points from the transitional Paleo-Indian period; Lecroy, Decatur and White
Springs points from the early Archaic, Hamilton Points from the Late Woodland, and Dallas
Excurvate points from the Mississippian.
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Table 1. Riverpoint lithic scatter, artifact totals by class.
Field Specimen Numbers: 9, 16, 20, 29
Project Segment: Northrup King
Provenience: Surface collection, Riverpoint lithic scatter, 39+00 to 45+00
Artifact Category
Debitage
Shatter
Quartz pebble, fragmentary
Debitage, quartz
Cores
Perforator
Utilized flakes
Unifacial blade
Unifacial knife
Unifacial scrapers
Unifacial scraper, fragmentary
Bifacial scraper
Bifacial scraper, fragmentary
Bifacial scraper, large, partial
Bifacial end scraper
Bifacial scraper, preform
PP/K distal fragments
PP/K medial fragments
PP/K proximal fragments
PP/K preform
PP/K Hamilton point
PP/K Lecroy point
PP/K triangular, stemmed
PP/K triangular, barbed
PP/K excurvate, stemmed
PP/K excurvate, stemmed, partial
PP/K excurvate, stemmed, proximal fragment
PP/K pentagonal, stemless
PP/K auriculated base, proximal fragment
PP/K preform, quartz
Fire-cracked rock
Coal fragment
Slate fragment, unworked
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Count
437
100
2
10
5
2
22
1
2
3
6
5
18
1
1
4
8
5
4
4
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
2
1
1
2

Weight (grams)
845.4g
961.0g
151.5g
72.7g
98.6g
5.1g
84.2g
4.8g
19.2g
117.4g
61.5g
85.1g
240.8g
58.3g
10.5g
29.9g
41.0g
15.1g
22.0g
45.3g
1.2g
2.6g
11.8g
17.1g
14.3g
22.4g
13.6g
7.4g
3.5g
35.1g
11.5g
4.8g
21.1g

Table 2. Aboriginal ceramic sub-assemblage, Roxbury Site, 40HA66.
Ceramic Type
Count
(%)
Weight (%)
Limestone-tempered plain
674
87.3
2861.4g 82.7
Limestone-tempered cord-marked
62
8.0
441.8g 12.7
Limestone-tempered brushed
1
0.1
5.6g
0.1
3
0.3
Limestone-tempered eroded
5.5g
0.1
Sand-tempered plain
32
4.1
144.9g
4.1
772 99.8 3459.2g 99.7

Historic materials from the Riverpark include items from the early to mid-nineteenth
century collected at the Amnicola Marsh, Pepsi-Cola/Stein, and the Northrup-King segments.
Historic occupation at Amnicola Marsh is fairly well documented; this is the antebellum
plantation of Thomas Crutchfield. The site was occupied into the middle of the 20th century.
Of more interest is documentation of historic habitation of the Northrup King parcel, which
has not yet been studied from a documentary standpoint. Archaeologically, there was scant
evidence of historic Cherokee, early Euro-American or post Removal (after 1838) settlement
of the north bank of South Chickamauga Creek. Table 3a lists all historic artifact finds from
the NK property. Table 3b lists the frequency and dates of manufacture of stylisticallysensitive refined earthenwares. Of the datable refined earthenwares recovered there was an
insufficient number of sherds to compute a meaningful mean ceramic date. Allowing for
heir-looming, the temporal profile of the ceramics from NK would nominally indicate an
antebellum (pre-1865) occupation in the vicinity.
Table 3a. Historic-period finds from the Northrup King segment, Riverpark Monitoring
Project.
Artifact Type
Frequency
Weight (grams)
FS
annular whiteware, green
1
5
3.7g
brown salt-glazed stoneware
1
16.2g
6
blue transfer-printed pearlware
1
1.1g
11
blue shell-edged pearlware
1
2.1g
11
dark green bottle glass base
1
31.8g
11
mule shoe
1
129.5g
13
lead-glazed earthenware
1
9.4g
13
blue hand-painted pearlware
1
1.7g
13
annular pearlware
2
3.7g
13
spherical lead shot, .57'caliber
1
17.2g
15
undecorated whiteware
1
8.0g
15
blue
hand-painted
pearlware
1
0.7g
15
alkaline-glazed stoneware
1
4.5g
26
blue transfer-printed whiteware
1
2.5g
26
blue sponge-decorated whiteware
1
2.2g
26
undecorated whiteware/ironstone
1
1.8g
28
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Table 3b. Manufacture date ranges, refined earthenwares, Northrup King segment.
Date Range
Ceramic type
Frequency
Blue hand-painted pearlware
1780-1820
2
Blue shell-edged pearlware
1780-1830
1
Blue transfer-printed pearlware
1795-1840
1
Annular pearlware
1795-1890
2
Undecorated whiteware
1813-1840
2
Annular whiteware
1831-1900
1
Blue transfer-printed whiteware
1831-1865
1
Blue sponge-decorated whiteware
1836-1870
1
The Northrup King parcel saw some military activity during the Civil War, but
material remains from this period are extremely scant. The .57'-caliber lead ball recovered
during monitoring could have been used in a period unrifled musket. A Minie ball recovered
during the initial 2001 survey was the standard round employed in rifled long arms of the
period. Grading and topsoil removal from the site in the early 1970s may have eliminated the
historic-period strata at the site. Alternatively, the site may have been heavily scavenged by
relic collectors.
Curation Statement
Records of the monitoring project and recovered artifacts are permanently stored at
the Institute Collections Storage Facility in Guerry Hall on the campus of the University of
Tennessee at Chattanooga. The collection occupies a volume of approximately six cubic feet.
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Conclusions
In general, construction of the`Milleniurri'segment of the Tennessee Riverpark had a
very marginal impact on archaeological resources. Much of the route of the Riverpark
walkway passed over lands previously impacted by sanitary sewer mains, road construction,
landfills and the improvement of industrial properties. With the exception of three burials
and one undated firepit, no significant closed-context archaeological features were
encountered during monitoring of the Tennessee Riverpark construction from April 2002 to
May 2005.
The vicinity around Amnicola Marsh had been rich in prehistoric and historic-period
archaeological sites prior to the 1980s. However, construction of the Centre South Riverport
and Industrial Park seems to have diminished the integrity of these remains. Only light,
scattered surface finds were observed in this area during construction of the Riverpark.
Similarly, significant quantities of artifactual debris were encountered in the Northrup
King parcel on South Chickamauga Creek, but archaeological sites or site components in this
area had been seriously disturbed if not completely destroyed in the early 1970s during
development of a nearby industrial plant. These caveats not withstanding, the presence of
human interments from the prehistoric period requires that stewardship of the Riverpark
holdings at the former NK property should include consultation with a qualified
archaeologist should sub-surface operations be required during site maintenance operations.
Disarticulated human remains are present in the redeposited fills north and west of the
turnaround at NK and under the north landing of the bridge.
Small, marginal areas of undisturbed Late Woodland midden may exist on the NK
property. However small, careful excavation of these remnants would be a valuable
contribution to the understanding of the Roxbury site. The Riverpoint lithic scatter has been
marginally impacted by the walkway construction, but it is believed that the main area of this
component is adjacent to the improvements and largely undisturbed, at least by the Riverpark
construction. The core of this site is still amenable to further archaeological research. Long
term management of the Riverpark and adjacent public lands should include recognition of
these archaeological resources.
Perhaps the most surprising result of this project has been the almost complete
absence of any substantial Mississippian-period or historic Cherokee remains on the
Northrup King parcel. Despite the occurrence of major Mississippian sites immediately
adjacent to the project parcel (Council 1989; Hatch 1976) and the presence of many large
Mississippian sites generally in the Tennessee Valley (Sullivan 1995; Moore 1915),
Mississippian materials are limited to a single partial pot and a small number of lithic
artifacts.
This may be an indication that while some Mississippian sites in this region were
large, they were also highly circumscribed, perhaps due to political/strategic exigencies of
chiefdom-level competition. More likely, however, is that the high degree of urban land
altering activities has forever obscured the true extent of late prehistoric settlement patterning
in the project area. Since Mississippian sites are later than Woodland sites, and
stratigraphically appear above the earlier components, they are more likely to be destroyed
by truncation of stratigraphic profiles.
For historic Cherokee sites that are documented to have occurred within the
Riverwalk boundaries, this problem is exacerbated. Most such sites were of short duration
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compared to their prehistoric counterparts and consequently generate scant archaeological
signatures. Since they are later in time, they are also more likely to be damaged or destroyed
by modern development activities. In all likelihood this accounts for the complete absence of
anything resembling Cherokee material culture that was recovered during the monitoring and
testing projects.
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Appendix 1
Riverpark Monitoring Artifact Summary
Field Specimen Number: 1
Project Segment: Stein — Pepsi Cola
Provenience: South bank bridge ramp, surface, behind Stein Construction
Artifact Category
Count
Weight (grams)
Undecorated whiteware/ironstone
1
8.0g
Hand-painted polychrome whiteware
1
0.5g

Field Specimen Number: 2
Project Segment: Huntco
Provenience: Surface collection, 84+00
Artifact Category
Count
Debitage
1

Weight (grams)
0.2g

Field Specimen Number: 3
Project Segment: Northrup King
Provenience: Surface collection near AGM 761 marker; midden
Artifact Category
Count
Bivalve mussel shell
7
Rhomboidal river snail
6
Limestone-tempered plain
8
Shatter
1
Fire-cracked rock
2

Weight (grams)
50.2g
17.5g
48.6g
2.8g
147.4g

Field Specimen Number: 4
Project Segment: Northrup King
Provenience: Vessel eroding from riverbank
Artifact Category
Count
Shell-tempered cord-marked
116

Weight (grams)
2436.8g

Field Specimen Number: 5
Project Segment: Northrup King
Provenience: Surface collection near north bridge landing
Artifact Category
Count
Shatter
3
Debitage
6
Utilized flake
1
Unifacial scraper
1
Bifacial scraper
1
PP/K preform
2
PP/K Hamilton point
1
Annular whiteware, green
1

Weight (grams)
60.8g
20.4g
3.0g
6.4g
14.2g
12.6g
0.9g
3.7g
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Field Specimen Number: 6
Project Segment: Northrup King
Provenience: Surface collection, southeast of southern angle of NK plant, north of berm
Artifact Category
Count
Weight (grams)
Brown salt-glazed stoneware
1
16.2g
Limestone-tempered plain
21
89.4g
Limestone-tempered cord-marked
1
3.4g
Rhomboidal river snail
3
7.4g
Giant viviparous snail
5
29.6g
Bivalve mussel shell
1
12.8g
Greenstone, unworked
2
19.6g
Shatter
8
47.1g
Cores
4
58.4g
Debitage
40
94.0g
Bifacial scraper
1
7.4g
Bifacial scraper, fragmentary
3
11.7g
Spokeshave
1
3.8g
Hafted scraper
1
2.3g
Utilized flakes
4
10.8g
PP/K triangular, stemmed
1
6.6g
PP/K proximal fragments
1
6.1g
PP/K distal fragments
3
7.0g
Miscellaneous - buff sandstone fragment
1
3.4g

Field Specimen Number: 7
Project Segment: Northrup King
Provenience: Surface collection from spoil ramp area
Artifact Category
Count
Debitage
6
Debitage, quartz
1
Utilized flake
1
PP/K preform
1
PP/K side-notched
1

Weight (grams)
7.2g
1.6g
11.3g
5.1g
2.9g

Field Specimen Number: 8
Project Segment: Amnicola Marsh
Provenience: Surface collection at 100+50
Artifact Category
Count
Debitage
10
Debitage, quartz
2
Unifacial scraper
1
PP/K medial fragment
1
PP/K distal fragment
1
PP/K proximal fragment
1
Clear glass bottle neck/finish
1

Weight (grams)
36.0g
11.4g
21.0g
10.2g
3.1g
1.2g
13.4g
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Field Specimen Number: 8 (continued)
Artifact Cate o
Soft-paste porcelain
Blue shell-edged pearlware
Undecorated pearlware

Count
2
2
2

Weis ht ams
21.5g
3.4g
1.8g

Field Specimen Number: 9
Project Segment: Northrup King
Provenience: Surface collection, Riverpoint trail, 41+00 to 42+00, silt fence excavation
Artifact Category
Count
Weight (grams)
Debitage
33
70.8g
Shatter
3
22.9g
Unifacial scraper
1
21.5g
PP/K preform
1
11.2g
PP/K distal fragment
1
44.8g

Field Specimen Number: 10
Project Segment: Northup King
Provenience: Surface collection, two-tree midden area, northeast of traffic circle
Artifact Categgry
Count
Weightgrams)
Rhomboidal river snail
9
22.5g
Giant viviparous snail
11
76.5g
Bivalve mussel shell
5
48.7g
Unidentified bone
4
6.7g
Sand-tempered plain
1
2.1g
Limestone-tempered plain
142
524.8g
Limestone-tempered cord-marked
4
24.6g
Debitage, quartz
1
6.1g
Greenstone, unworked
1
66.1g
Bifacial scrapers
2
15.1g
Bifacial scrapers, fragmentary
3
9.9g
PP/K triangular, stemmed
1
6.9g
Drill, fragmentary
1
1.2g
Utilized flake
2
3.5g
Core
1
14.6g
Unifacial scraper
1
13.9g
Shatter
3
60.4g
Debitage
25
48.9g
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Field Specimen Number: 11
Project Segment: Northrup King
Provenience: Surface collection, spoil ramp area, buried A horizon, redeposited midden
Artifact Category
Count
Weight (grams)
Blue transfer-printed pearlware
1
1.1g
Blue shell-edged pearlware
1
2.1g
Dark green bottle glass, base, improved pontil scar
1
31.8g
Bivalve mussel shell
10
248.9g
Mesogastropoda
1
9.9g
Giant viviparous snail
3
23.1g
Limestone-tempered plain
13
88.6g
Limestone-tempered cord-marked
4
68.8g
Sand-tempered plain
1
2.3g
Greenstone hoe blade
1
300.0g
Greenstone celt (?) fragment
1
39.9g
Greenstone, unworked
1
5.9g
Debitage
142
469.8g
Debitage, quartz
10
194.1g
Shatter
20
332.1g
Miscellaneous, unidentified stone
1
58.6g
Cores
4
80.7g
Unifacial scraper, fragmentary
3
43.4g
Utilized flakes
14
47.9g
Spokeshaves
2
20.6g
Drills, fragmentary
3
7.8g
Perforators, fragmentary
3
5.5g
Bifacial scraper
1
10.3g
Bifacial scraper, fragmentary
11
129.1g
PP/K distal fragments
5
16.8g
PP/K Hamilton point
1
0.8g
PP/K Hamilton point, distal fragment
1
0.4g
PP/K Hamilton point, proximal fragment
1
1.1g
PP/K Kirk corner-notched point
1
16.4g
PP/K Lecroy
1
4.4g
PP/K Lecroy, proximal fragment
2
4.8g
PP/K Wheeler recurvate, proximal fragment
2
11.9g
PP/K small triangular, shallow corner-notched
4
14.5g
PP/K medium excurvate, auriculated base
1
9.7g
PP/K small triangular, stemmed
1
4.8g
PP/K medium triangular, stemmed
4
35.3g
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Field Specimen Number: 12
Project Segment: Northrup King
Provenience: Surface collection, work area north of creek point trail, 36+50
Artifact Cate o
Count
Wei ht • rams
Debitage
2
1.2g
Bifacial scraper, fragmentary
1
5.0g
Limestone-tempered plain
8
60.5g
Limestone-tempered brushed
1
4.3g

Field Specimen Number: 13
Project Segment: Northrup King
Provenience: Surface collection, redeposited midden near traffic circle
Artifact Cate o
Count
Mule shoe
1
Lead-glazed earthenware
1
Blue hand-painted pearlware
1
Annular pearlware
2
Bivalve mussel shell
4
Giant viviparous snail
10
Rhomboidal river snail
8
Beaded snail
1
Mesogastropod
1
Hematite
1
Limestone-tempered plain
75
Limestone-tempered cord-marked
6
Limestone-tempered eroded
3
Sand-tempered plain
3
Steatite, unworked
1
Greenstone celt, fragmentary
2
Greenstone,unworked
4
Fire-cracked rock
3
Quartz pebble, fragmentary
1
Debitage, quartz
6
Shatter
64
Unidentified bone
1
Human femur, fragmentary
1
Unifacial scraper, fragmentary
6
Unifacial scraper
1
Utilized flakes
11
Drill, fragmentary
1
Perforator
1
Bifacial blade, fragmentary
1
Unifacial blade, fragmentary
2
Large bifacial scraper, fragmentary
1
Bifacial scraper, fragmentary
36
PP/K Hamilton point
7
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Wei ht • rams
129.5g
9.4g
1.7g
3.7g
139.6g
68.1g
28.8g
2.1g
3.7g
28.8g
315.1g
33.5g
5.5g
22.4g
40.8g
47.2g
146.5g
45.8g
109.0g
47.8g
776.0g
13.9g
28.0g
63.1g
11.4g
33.1g
2.2g
2.3g
17.5g
12.0g
170.4g
408.3g
6.6g

Field Specimen Number: 13
(continued)
Artifact Category
PP/K Hamilton point, distal fragment
PP/K Hamilton point, proximal fragment
PP/K Hamilton point, preforms
PP/K medial fragments
PP/K medial fragments, quartz
PP/K preform, quartz
PP/K distal fragments
PP/K preform
PP/K Dalton Greenbrier
PP/K Lecroy
PP/K triangular, stemmed
PP/K proximal fragments, stemmed
PP/K proximal fragments, stemless
PP/K triangular, corner-notched
PP/K White Springs
PP/K broad triangular
PP/K broad triangular, round stem
PP/K lanceolate, corner-notched

Count
1
3
7
18
1
1
8
7
1
1
5
5
5
4
1
1
1
1

Weight (grams)
0.6g
1.5g
9.8g
47.0g
1.9g
8.4g
32.0g
40.4g
7.3g
2.7g
31.4g
19.2g
16.3g
19.0g
6.7g
7.6g
8.7g
7.1g

Field Specimen Number: 14
Project Segment: Amnicola Marsh
Provenience: Surface collection, north side of marsh
Artifact Category
Count
Debitage
1

Weight (grams)
0.8g

Field Specimen Number: 15
Project Segment: Northrup King
Provenience: Surface collection, creek loop trail, 11+00
Artifact Category
Count
Spherical lead shot, .57" caliber
1
Undecorated whiteware
1
Blue hand-painted pearlware
1
Debitage, quartz
4
Miscellaneous stone, schist
1
Debitage
10
Core
1
Hematite
1
Utilized flake
1
PP/K distal fragment
1
PP/K proximal fragment
1
Bifacial scraper
1

Weight (grams)
17.2g
8.0g
0.7g
60.0g
54.2g
30.4g
15.4g
5.7g
2.5g
1.9g
10.0g
9.2g
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Field Specimen Number: 16
Project Segment: Northrup King
Provenience: creek point trail, surface collection, 37+50
Artifact Category
Count
Debitage
2
Debitage, quartz
1
Shatter
1

Weight (grams)
5.4g
26.0g
30.4g

Field Specimen Number: 17
Project Segment: Northrup King
Provenience: surface collection, redeposited midden, north bridge landing
Artifact Cate o
Count
Wei • ht • rams
Mesogastropoda
4
29.3g
Giant viviparous snail
5
31.6g
Rhomboidal river snail
6
16.0g
Beaded snail
1
2.0g
Bivalve mussel shell
3
89.9g
Unidentified bone
4
1.7g
Limestone-tempered plain
8
70.3g
Limestone-tempered cord-marked
1
17.3g
Greenstone, unworked
3
112.0g
Debitage
13
107.5g
Bifacial scraper, quartz fragmentary
1
4.3g
Shatter
1
5.2g
PP/K preform
1
7.7g
PP/K distal fragment
1
2.6g
PP/K corner-notched
1
5.9g
Bifacial scraper
1
2.1g

Field Specimen Number: 18
Project Segment: Northrup King
Provenience: Surface collection, west side of traffic circle, redeposited midden
Artifact Category
Count
Weight (grams)
Limestone-tempered plain
3
13.7g
Debitage
15
27.3g
Fire-cracked rock
1
80.0g
Shatter
6
41.5g
PP/K proximal fragment
1
5.4g
Bifacial scraper
1
23.6g
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Field Specimen Number: 19
Project Segment: Northrup King
Provenience: Burial Number 1, associated
Artifact Cate o
Count
Limestone-tempered plain
4

Wei • ht • rams
15.2g

Field Specimen Number: 20
Project Segment: Northrup King
Provenience: Surface collection, creek point trail, 38+50 west
Artifact Categm
Count
Debitage
27
Shatter
2
Bifacial scraper, fragmentary
2
Utilized flake
1

Weight (grams)
73.1g
11.2g
16.3g
2.4g

Field Specimen Number: 21
Project Segment: Northrup King
Provenience: Surface collection, creek bed trail, bridge to 22+00
Artifact Category
Count
Bifacial scraper, fragmentary
1

Weight (grams)
10.7g

Field Specimen Number: 22
Project Segment: Synair
Provenience: Surface collection, grade cut, 38+25
Artifact Category
Utilized flake

Count
1

Weight (grams)
5.8g

Count
2
6

Weight (grams)
0.9g
10.0g

Field Specimen Number: 23
Provenience: Firepit fill
Artifact Category
Unidentified bird bone
Unidentified mammal bone
Charcoal

Project Segment: Synair
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Field Specimen Number: 24
Project Segment: Northrup King
Provenience: Surface collection, spoil bank, north end of bridge landing, unassociated bone
Artifact Cate • o
Count
Wei ht • rams
Human ulna, fragmentary
I
7.3g
Human humerus, fragmentary
2
16.6g
Human cranial vault fragment
1
3.0g
Unidentified bone fragments
8
6.5g
PP/K medial fragment
1
0.8g

Field Specimen Number: 25
Project Segment: Northrup King
Provenience: Surface collection, spoil from 6" sewer trench north of bathrooms
Artifact Category
Count
Weight (grams)
Debitage
1
7.8g
PP/K triangular, stemmed
1
5.6g
PP/K auriculated base
1
4.4g

Field Specimen Number: 26
Project Segment: Northrup King
Provenience: Surface collection, grade cut at 172+00
Artifact Category
Count
Alkaline-glazed stoneware
1
Blue transfer-printed whiteware
1
Blue sponged whiteware
1
Debitage, quartz
6
Debitage
3
Shatter
1
Bifacial scraper
2
Hafted scraper
1

Weight (grams)
4.5g
2.5g
2.2g
13.4g
8.6g
14.7g
13.3g
4.1g

Field Specimen Number: 27
Project Segment: Northrup King
Provenience: Surface collection, west of eastern drainage swale
Artifact Category
Count
Debitage
1
PP/K distal fragment
1
Limestone-tempered plain
3
Limestone-tempered cord-marked
1

Weight (grams)
2.4g
1.3g
33.5g
4.3g
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Field Specimen Number: 28
Project Segment: Northrup King
Provenience: Surface collection, midden area, north side of traffic circle
Artifact Category
Count
Whiteware/ironstone
1
Bivalve mussel shell
7
Giant viviparous snail
8
Rhomboidal river snail
8
Beaded snail
1
Unidentified bone
3
Limestone-tempered plain
397
Limestone-tempered cord-marked
45
Limestone-tempered brushed
1
Sand-tempered plain
27
Sedimentary conglomerate disk
1
Greenstone, unworked
7
Polished stone pendant (?), fragmentary
1
Shatter
73
Cores
4
Debitage, quartz
5
Debitage
129
PP/K Hamilton point
3
PP/K Hamilton point, proximal fragment
2
PP/K Dallas excurvate
1
PP/K Dallas excurvate, partial
2
PP/K distal fragments
6
PP/K proximal fragments, stemmed
6
PP/K medial fragments
1
PP/K triangular, stemless
2
PP/K preforms
5
PP/K Decatur point
1
PP/K excurvate, stemmed, quartz
1
PP/K triangular, stemmed
1
PP/K triangular, corner-notched, reworked
2
Bifacial scraper, fragmentary
23
Drill, fragmentary
1
Unifacial blade
2
Unifacial scraper
6
Utilized flakes
9
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Weight (grams)
1.8g
104.8g
55.7g
23.5g
1.2g
3.1g
1662.2g
289.9g
5.6g
118.1g
289.2g
484.0g
6.8g
699.9g
61.5g
89.7g
541.4g
1.7g
1.0g
3.5g
4.0g
17.1g
35.2g
4.1g
6.3g
12.8g
9.0g
10.2g
5.8g
12.0g
140.1g
3.3g
5.4g
40.0g
48.6g

Field Specimen Number: 29
Project Segment: Northrup King
Provenience: Surface collection, creek point lithic scatter, 39+00 to 45+00
Artifact Category
Count
Weight (grams)
Debitage
375
696.1g
Shatter
94
896.5g
Quartz pebble, fragmentary
2
151.5g
Debitage, quartz
9
46.7g
PP/K preform, quartz
2
35.1g
5
Cores
98.6g
Utilized flakes
21
81.8g
1
Unifacial blade
4.8g
Unifacial knife
2
19.2g
Perforator
2
5.1g
Unifacial scrapers
2
95.9g
Unifacial scraper, fragmentary
6
61.5g
Bifacial scraper
5
85.1g
Bifacial scraper, fragmentary
16
224.5g
Bifacial end scraper
1
10.5g
Bifacial scraper, preform
4
29.9g
PP/K distal fragments
7
36.2g
PP/K medial fragments
5
15.1g
PP/K proximal fragments
4
22.0g
Bifacial scraper, large, partial
1
58.3g
PP/K preform
3
34.1g
PP/K Hamilton point
1
1.2g
PP/K Lecroy point
1
2.6g
PP/K triangular, stemmed
1
11.8g
PP/K triangular, barbed
1
17.1g
PP/K excurvate, stemmed
1
14.3g
PP/K excurvate, stemmed, partial
1
22.4g
PP/K excurvate, stemmed, proximal fragment
1
13.6g
PP/K pentagonal, stemless
1
7.4g
PP/K auriculated base, proximal fragment
1
3.5g
Fire-cracked rock
1
11.5g
1
Coal fragment
4.8g
Slate fragment, unworked
2
21.1g
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